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NOTES ON PARADISEIDALE.
By THE HON., WALTER ROTHSCHILD.

1. On the Genus Mauucodia.

N the series of J/. afra now in the Tring Museum I was always struck with the
oreat variation exhibited Doth in size and colour. The green, blue, and purple
reflections vary in extent, and also in their respeetive positions : in fact, of two
Waigen specimens, one is entirely washed with wmetallic green, the other entirely
with purple. These variations in size and colour do not, however, appear to be
local, and therefore have no snbspecific value, and are not constant enough to he
of speeitic value.-

My material consists of the following specimens: 6 from the Arn Islands, 6
tfrom Waigen, 2 from Yule Island, 1 from Mansinam, 1 from Batanta, 4 from
Dorey, 3 from Takar, 1 from Kapaur, 2 from DBritish New Guinea, and 2 from
German New Guinea.

. chalybata oceurs all over New Guinea, except on the shores of Geelvink
Bay, where it is replaced by M. jobieasis rubicnsis (A. B. Meyer), while typical
M. jobiensis ocenr on the islands in that bay.

Dr. A. B. Meyer, of Dresden, first pointed ont the sapposed differences between
sastern and western forms of M. chalybata, saying that eastern specimens were less
vreen and more blue in colour. Connt Salvadori founded a new species on the
eastern lorms, calling it Manucodia orientulis, While admitting that some of the
castern specimens are more purple-blue, 1 have western specimens from Kapaur
which are more so than most eastern ones, and some castern specimens are greener or
quite as green as the western birds.  As to the alleged differences in size and shape
ot the beak, they are partly sexual and partly individnal variation. I therefore am
obliged to sink Manicodia orientalis as a synonym of Manucodia chalybata,

. jobiensis Salvad. is rare in collections, but 1 have received it from Jobi
Island from Doherty. The diffevences said to distinguish it from /. chalybata by
Salvadort are only partly to be found in Jobi specimens. The supposed * green
head,” which ix said to charaeterise it, is not to be seen in my skins. In fact there
arce skins oft M. chalybate which have w more greenish head than I jobiensis. The
inargins ol the feathers of the abdomen cannot be called green, but are less purple
than v most 3. chalybata.  What distinguish 3. jobicnsis specifically from
M. chalybato are the uniformity of the under parts and the less curly strocture of
the feathers. While in L. chalybata the foreneck is distinetly green, sharply
separated from the purplish blue breast and abdomeun, the throat, breast, and
abdomen are steel-blue with a greenish gloss and practically of the same colonr
in M. jobiensis. The feathers ol the neck, back, and abdomen are of a different
strueture and less curly in I jobiensis, so that this species stands in this character
hetween M. chalybata and M. atra.

Still raver 1o collections than M. jobiensis 1s M. rubiensis A. B. Meyer. Tt
has been founded on specimens [rom Rubi, on the southernmost part of Geelvink
Bay, aud its deseriber has also specimens from Kafu, on the north coast of New
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Gninea.  Mr. Doherty has now sent ns a male and a female from Takar, ou the
north coast of New Guinea, nnder 1367 tong., /r. not far from Kafn. This form,
as Dr. Meyer truly said, differs considerably from /. cdalybute, hut I find that it
closely resembles J/. jobiensis : in lact it only differs from the latter in a slightly
greencr gloss all over and in having shorter wings. I therefore think full justice
is done to it if it is treated as a snbspecies of I/ jobiens/s.  1n several instances
birds from Jobi Island have near allies or reoccur on the northern coast of New
Guinea (cf. Geoffroyus, Philemon, and others). The idea, once started Dby Dr.
Guillemard, that /. chalybata is not specifically different from M arre is absurd,
and has been opposed by Salvadori and others, and now generally abandoned.

Sharpe has created the generic name Fucorar for Manucodia comrii.  As the
strocture of the feathers which is pecnliar to J/. comrii is for the most part only
well developed in adult males, I do not recogmse if, besides thinking that, it sueh
slight stractural characters of plnmage are taken as generic ditterences, also /. v/
and M. chalybeta might be separated generically! I have, on the other hand,
recognised Phonyqgummns, as this name has been spelt by its author, as a genus,
becanse all species in both sexes show exactly the same strnctural difierences from
all species of Janucodin.

2. On some Genera not recogmnised by me.

I have not, again, allowed generic rank to Paradisornis, Urapornis, Tricho-
paradisea, Astrarvchio, Drepananae, Craspedophora, Rlipidornis, as the supposed
generic characters of these so-called genera are all hased on secondary wole
characters, while the females show no struetural differences of any importance, and
in some cases their specific differences are diflienlt enough to make ont.

Dr. Sharpe told me he intended to separate generically my .1strv v splenidi-
dissima. For the same reasons a~ above | cannot agree with him, for, apart from
an indication of the white base to the central rectrices ~o conspicnons in the mal»
and its smaller size, it is practically identical with the fewmale of N wigre. On
the other hand, Dr. Sharpe must be praised for separating the two species into
genera, as it proves him to be consistent, which few other zoologists <ecm to be,
in his views on the importance of secondary sexual characters as foundations
for genera.

3. Falcinellus striatus (DBodd.).

Being an advoeate of the strictest priority, I have heen obliged to adopt this
name for what is nsnally called Epimachns speciosus. The generie name Fuleinellns
Vieillot has only been rejected on the erroneons impression that Fuleinellus was
preocenpied as a generic term for the Glossy Ihis by Bechstein, but this ix clearly
not the case, as that anthor never nsed the generic termy Fuleinellus, bnt always
called the Ibis “ Tantalus Faleinellus”  The specific name striatus must be
adopted, as, although Boddaert gave it to the female, and named the wale specios:
on the same page, striata comes first, and 1 quite agree with the Detsele Zool.
fes. that the name first mentioned in any book must stand, irrespective of any

other gnestions.
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4. On some Chlamyderae.

In the genus (hiomydera (spelt thus by Gonld, and not Chlamydodera) T have
not recognised ¢ orientalis and (' oceipitalis. My reason for not allowing speeific
or even subspecitic rank to the tormer was that'in the Dritish Museum there are
examples of both forms, together with a specimen almost intermediate, all from one
and the same locality. " oceipitalis has long been conxidered only a very old aale
of ("inacnlute, although Sharpe again revived it in his monograph, 1 suppose to
bring in Goukl's very beautiful original plate.

5. Selencides ignotus (Forst.).

Connt Ralvadori, to whom we owe so mnceh of onr knowledge of the Paradiseidae,
and who has speeially well worked out the synonymy of the speeies known at the
time of the publication of his great work Ornitologiv della Papuasia e delle Molucce,
has also given an excellent review of the literature on Selencides, without, however,
aceepting the oldest name for the speeies. There are, as he admits, several names
available for this species, which are based on Valentijn’s acconnt of the Birds of
Paradise (Vol. HI. pp. 306—313), an English translation of whieh, by Dr, Forster,
is found in Forrest's Voyage to New (Guineo, p. 140 (1779).*  There is no donbt
whatever that both the second rariety of Valentijn's “ White Bird of Paradise ” and
his “ Unknown Bird of Paradise ™ refer to Selewcides, while the first variety of the
*“ White Bird of Paradise ™ cannot be recognised, and is probably an albino speeimen
of some kind, being deseribed as quite white. Tothis White Bird of Paradise Forster
gave the name Paradisea randida, while not naming the “second variety” of it,
which is onr present Selencides.  Valentiju's No. 6, however, which is also no donbt
our Selewncides, is named by Forster Puradisea ignota.  There ix no doubt about this
fact, and Dr. Sharpe, when saying in his monograph of the Paradiseidae that this
name had been rvefused by Salvadori on aeeonnt of its being fonnded on an in-
sufficiently elear deseription, must have misunderstood the Count, who merely did
not use it heeanse he had some doubts whether it was used in a binomial manner
(“‘in modo hinemino ™).  Although the phrase *in a binomial sense ™ has often
been nsed by English ornithologists, it does not convey mnch of a meaning to me,
for Feonsider a species named if two Latin names are used for it after Linnaens’
fenth edition (175%) by an author who accepted the binomial system. This has
been done by Forster, and Count Salvadori and others have generally adopted
Forster’s names ; therefore there is no reason to refuse to aceept Paradisea ignota.
Paradisen ulba Gmelin (175n) cannot be aecepted, as it refers again to the ** White
Bird of Paradise.”™  The next available name is Paradisea melanolener Dandin
(1500). This is the name given tothe second rariety of the White Bird of Paradise,
in opposition to the first quite white variety. There is no reason to refuse
Lo melinoleien, aud Salvadori only refused it because it gave a false idea of the
bird ! We, however, do not now disregard names for that reason, and it may also
be very much questioned whether the name really gives a very false idea, as most
speeimens in Musenms, at least those that are monnted, lose the yellow colour of
their plumes, and thus are ** black and white.” If therefore Forster's name conld he
avoided—which it cannot, as shown above—then Dandin’s would have to be nsed.

* Salvadori only quotes the French translation of this work, which appeared in 1780,
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Vieillot’s ¢ Manuecode 4 donze filets,” althongh dembtless representing Seleweides, iu
not a good figure either, in fact it cannot be called much hetter than Valentijn's
deseriptions, and on it P. yigricans Shaw and also Vieillot’s yesplendeseens are based.
Levaillant™s ¢ Nébulenx ™ is a had tigure, but no doubt also meant to represent a
Selencides 3. Shaw's P. raillanti is a small copy ot it.

. On Amblyornis subalaris and inornata.

[ have not used Sharpe’s gens Xeathocklamys, ax it was only given to embrace
Auwblyornis subalaris and A, musyraviones, under the impression that (1. 2noruati
had no erest. However, as I have shown in Nov. ZooL. IV. pp. 11—13, A mrs-
gravianis and 2\, macyregoriae are not separable from 1. /rornati, which acquires an
enormouns crest when adult. 1t is, nevertheless, very strauge indeed that the erested
nmiales of (. inorpate remained unknown for so long.

7. Aeluroedus jobiensis.

I have no longer reeognised my Llelwroedus jobiensis, ax 1 have eome to doubr
the locality whence the specimen was said to come, and as [ haye now seen speci-
meus from Arfak whieh are almost exactly similar.

s. Parotia sefilata (Penn.).

This name must be used for what is mostly called Porotio seapeinis. 1t has
only been abandoned because it was considered barbavie : but, although 1 do not
particularly love such names, they are no longer to be refused, being in accordance
with the most modern rnles of nomenclatnre.

9. Diphyllodes.

I am afraid that several ornithologists will not agree with me in uniting
Diplyllodes magnifica, seleucides, chrysoptera, hunsteini, jobicnsis, and wcanthoptero
under one specific name. But, after having =een very many specimens, | cannot
find that the ditferences in the colour of the head, wings, or any others, are constant
enongh to allow any of these forms speeific rauk, nor localised enough to found any
subspecies on them. Future researches may show the fallaey of my theory, but
from what we know at present I cannot come to any other conclusion.




